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ABSTRACT:  The  present  study  compares  bilingual  and  non-­bilingual  program  students´  
L2  written  competence.  Three  hundred  and  ninety-­three  secondary  education  students  par-­
written  competence  between  the  bilingual  and  the  non-­bilingual  program  groups,  with  the  
-­
between  all  the  writing  measures  studied.
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RESUMEN:  Este  estudio  compara  la  competencia  escrita  en  una  lengua  no  nativa  de  es-­
tudiantes  de  programas  bilingües  y  no  bilingües.  Un  total  de  393  estudiantes  de  educación  
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1.   INTRODUCTION
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Bilingual   programs   or   the   content   and   language   integrated   learning   (CLIL)   approach  
to  be  an  alternative  path   to  conventional  English  as  a  Foreign  Language   teaching.  Bilingual  
communication,   and   as   a   result   they   are   also   believed   to   improve   overall   language   compe-­
-­
-­
grade  secondary  education  students  enrolled  on  bilingual  and  non-­bilingual  programs.  There  
bilingual   programs.  
2.  A  REVIEW  OF   THE  LITERATURE
.
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scored   using   the   categories   content,   organization,   vocabulary,   language   use   and  mechanics.  
non-­CLIL   counterparts   in   every   single   test   and   in   the   overall   English   competence   score.  
test   analysed   in   this   study   when   students   enrolled   in   the   same   grade   were   compared.   The  
Navés  and  Victori  (2010)  carried  out  two  studies  produced  in  a  CLIL  environment  with  
that   when   learners   are   at   grades   7   and   9   and   have   received   CLIL   instruction   they   achieve  
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(2014:52-­54).  Results  (2014:56)  suggested  that  progress  toward  more  advanced  academic  L2  
the   domestic   group   improved  more   than   the   study   abroad   group   did.  
  
3.  AIMS   OF  THE  STUDY
improvement   over   time.  The   present   study  wants   t
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group  enrolled  on  a  non-­bilingual  program,  including  in  the  analysis  grade  and  gender.  Written  
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4.2.   Procedure
administered  to  participants   in  their  own  classroom.  For  the  written  activity,  students  had  to  
-­
4.3.  Results
A   statistical   analysis   was   carried   out   with   the   program   R   Development   Core   Team  
the   bilingual   program   and   the   non-­bilingual   program  groups?
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Table   1  Bilingual   and   non-­bilingual   program   third   and   fourth   grade   students’written   competence
      Year   Mean   SD   P
   Composition   score   Bilingual  
      Fourth   6.37
      Third   5.50   2.73
      Non-­bilin.  
      Fourth   4.79   2.76   0.001
   Total  Num.  words   Bilingual  
      Fourth   115.50   51.73   0.001
      Non-­bilin.  
      Fourth   93.11
      Third   39.90   39.37     
   Sentence   length   Bilingual  
      Fourth   21.73
      Third   19.71   5.93
      Non-­bilin.  
      Fourth   19.30   6.55   0.001
      Fourth   0.42   0.37   0.001
      Third   0.27   0.32
      Non-­bilin.  
      Fourth   0.22
      Third   0.14   0.26     
   Errors   per  word   ratio   Bilingual  
      Fourth   0.05   0.05   0.001
      Non-­bilin.  
      Fourth   0.12   0.10   0.001
   Sentence   comp.   ratio   Bilingual  
      Fourth   0.42   0.14   0.001
      Third   0.49   0.17
      Non-­bilin.  
      Fourth   0.49   0.17   0.001
      Third   0.65   0.24
   Num.   connectors   Bilingual  
      Fourth   4.11   2.19   0.04
      Third   3.43   2.54
      Non-­bilin.  
      Fourth   2.78   1.93   0.001
      Third   1.41   1.41
   Word   variation   Bilingual  
      Fourth   1.60   0.47   0.001
      Non-­bilin.  
      Fourth   1.30   0.39   0.001
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bilingual  students.  The  students  enrolled  on  third  grade  bilingual  programmes  scored  higher  
-­
t-­test,   p<0.001).
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Table   2  Comparison   of  men   and  women’s  written   competence
  
         Women   6.38   2.13
         Women   4.50   2.91
         Women   81.34   69.37  
      Women   21.22   5.91
         Women   17.76
         Women   0.37   0.34
         Women   0.06   0.05
         Women   0.15      0.14
         Women   0.44   0.12
0.61   0.23   0.02
         Women   0.53   0.21
         Women   4.34
         Women   2.58
         Women   1.52   0.50
         Women   1.26   0.41
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words  and  errors  per  word   ratio,   sentence   length  and  errors  per  word   ratio,   errors  per  word  
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  and  points   to  
-­
tendency   towards   improvement   in   written   competence.   The   results   obtained   seem  
bilingual   program   students   are   a   year   younger   than   the   control   students   are.   From  
the   results   obtained,   it   can   be   concluded   that  when   learners   are   at   grade   three   and  
have  received  bilingual  instruction  they  achieve  a  level  higher  than  learners  a  grade  
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non-­bilingual  students  as  compared  to  bilingual  students  and  by  third  grade  students  
balance  English   results  on  gender  grounds.  Further   research   is  nevertheless  needed  
   4.   With  respect  to  the  correlations  between  the  writing  measures  used,  all  the  variables  




competence   to   develop.
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